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The number of juveniles leave and remain away from
home without parental permission has increased to alarming
proportions,! Research reveal that beginning in the 1970's,
this situation created a substantial law enforcement pro¬
blem for the communities inundated, and significantly endan¬
gered the young people who were without resources and lived
on the street. The exact nature of the problem is not well-
defined because national statistics on the size and profile
2of the runaway youth population are not tabulated. However,
during the past years several estimates have been tabulated
by researchers which show how alarming the incidents of run¬
away youths have been increasing.
Ambrosino, Lillian, LN her book Runaways, estimated
that there were about 50,000 runaways under 17 in the Uni¬
ted States during the 1969 period. Her estimate was contin¬
gent upon multiple inputs from halfway houses, police records,
runaway hotlines and reports compiled by Traveler's Aid
Society, U. S. News and World Report, April 24, 1972, esti¬
mated that each year between 600,000 and 1,000,000 teenagers
run away from their iVmerican homes. Most of them were from
the v/hite suburbs; at least half of them were girls no older
than 13 or 14, Then^ again in 1973 a similar estimate was
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reported hy Parade Magazine, The nimjber of young runaways
has been estimated to total anywhere from six hundred thou-
dand to one million a year,^ Next, the Youth Flight Project
at Ohio State University estimated during the 1973-74 acade¬
mic period that the official figure was approaching three
million,3 Furthermore, during testimony before the House
Subcommittee on Equal Opportunity in the United States,
Martin and Reimer estimated that each year, approximately
500,000 to 750,000 youth run away, Martin Gold and David
Reimer estimates were based upon surveys they conducted
among youth in 1967 and 1972 at the Institute for Social
Research at the University of Michigan, The National
Statistical Survey conducted by Opinion Research Corporation,
Princeton, New Jersey, in compliance with Part B of the
"Runaway Youth Act” of 1974, reveals that the projected
number of yonth aged 10-17 vrtio ran away for at least over¬
night during 1975 were 519,500 - 635,000,
According to the National Statistical Survey on Runa¬
way Youths, CJune, 1976) the projected nximber of youth age
10 to 17 v^o run for at least overnight in 1975 in the North¬
east census regions was 2,2%, the total nxamber of interviews
conducted in this study was 3,099, In the North Central Cen¬
sus regions the number of youth age 10-17 who ranaway for
at least overnigh-t was 3,6%, the total number of interviews
conducted in this study was 4,211, In the South, the nimi-
ber of overnight runaway events was reported as 2,7%, a
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total of 4„606 interviews were conducted, In the West, the
number of overnight runaway events was reported as 2,062 over
night runaway events, a total of 2,026 interviews were con¬
ducted, The number of interviews conducted in Metropolitan
Counties were 11,878, There was a reported 3,1% of over¬
night runaway events. The reported number of no overnight
event was 9&,SL%, In reporting non-metropolitan overnight
runaway events a total of 2,064 interviews were conducted.
The percentage of overnight runaway events was 2,770.
The reported "no overnight event" was 97,3 percent. The
following chart is a breakdown of Incidence of Overnight










City 4,594 3.4% 96.6
Suburb 4,467 2.8% 97.2
Small town 2,543 3.4% 96.6
Rural Area 2,153 2.4% 97.6
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The projected nimber of youth who ran away during 1975
was consistent with earlier predictions by Ambrosino, Lillian,
Martin Gold, and David Reimer in their testimonies before
Congress,^ In Atlanta local Statistical Surveys conducted
by Juvenile Court, Atlanta, Georgia reveals that the total
number of runaways; among local youth in 1978 was 546,
No one knows exactly how many youths run away from home
each year in the United States, Much of the above data
have been compiled from CH police records; (21 uniform
crime, reports; C31 reports from runaway facilities, and C4)
records of agencies, such as the Traveler's Aid Society.
Reviewing these statistics, one would easily come to
accept that the problem of runaway youth is alarmingly
becoming a public concern. The seriousness of the problem,
which is a threat to this nation motivated the President on
September 10., 1974, to sign into law CPublic Law 93-415)
the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act, Title
III of this Act dealt specifically with runaway youth and this,
has been labeled "the Runaway Youth Act." The Act itself
will be meaningless if we do not know the root-cause of the
runaway problem.
This research will therefore assist in clarifying the
major causes of running away among youths. In reading this
piece of work the following questions should be borne in
mind. What are the factors that lead to runaway behavior?
Are current theories relating to runaway youth relevant to
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policies toward tlie development of the youths? This study
will attempt to offer insight into these questions,
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RATIONALE FOK S~TUDY
A wide variety of definitions of running away that
will be used in the study, Of those that even define the
term '^runaway” very few use exactly the same definition.
This writer contends tPiat the definitions are overlapping
in scope, Some components of several definitions, such as
an age or time limitation, may be the same. Other quali'r-
fications in the definition of running away is used only to
describe the group being studied. However, in other studies
the definition used is more global, i,e,, it attempts to
describe the behaviors, and action of all runaways and not
just the specific group being studied. Some authors use
the definition in both of these instances; many authors do
not include a definition at all,
The key factors included in definitions of a runaway are
ClI age, C21 parents' permission or consent, C31 psychologi¬
cal characteristics, C41 inclusion of missing person records,
C51 identification by a juvenile court, C6) child's knowledge
about consequences of his/her action, C7L time gone, C8)
where ran from, C9-L where ran to, and ClOi previous runaway
behavior. The majority of the studies are about runaways
from home. The definition most often used is " a minor away
from home without his/her parents' permission or consent,"
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Over definitions include a, time period such, as "away over^
niglit," " away more than 24 fiours," or "away for eight hours
or more," One definition includes the condition that the
child leaves of his own free will with the knovfledge that
he/she vrill be missed, while another includes the youth's
stated intent to leave home,
A small majority of the studies define a runaway as
either one who is an entry in the missing persons records
or one who is identified as a runaway by the juvenile court.
Usually, the items about running are very ambiguous (i,e.,
how many times have you run away from home?) and, in many
cases, does not define runaways as those who possess cer¬
tain psychological characteristics. For instance, several
articles by Jenkins and his colleagues define a runaway as
one who is classified as a "behavior disorder—runaway
reaction" according to the American Psychiatric Association's
categorization schema, Another small group of studies equates
running to "crises flight" or to "figures with impulses to
wander," Finally, subset of studies refers to runaway youths
as if they were practically synonymous with more general
groupings of yonth and adults in society, such as "street
people" or "transient youth".
Still some authors defined runaways from institutional
settings such as residential treatment centers or training
schools. Within these definitions of "a runaway from an
institution" there is almost as much variability as among
definitions for runaways from home. For instance, the criteria
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being included in a study on institutional runaways ranges
from an ^^xmautEiorized absence for greater tKan 24 hours "to”
run away at least twice*’' to " left or attempted to leave
without permission ’’to any occasion of being absent from
school without permission irrespective of duration of absence.
In summary, very few studies use the same definition of
a runaway. Because of the use of many different overlapping
definitions of running away, the results of the various stu¬
dies on runaways* behavior cannot be directly compared nor
can the findings be easily formulated into a meaningful
whole. Therefore, for the purpose of this study, a rtinaway
is defined as a youth between the ages of 10-17 inclusive,
who ran away from home repeatedly during 1979,
PEVTEW OF l.ITEKA,TURE
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ResearcBi Las revealed tliat running away ariong young
people has taken many forms and has been viewed in many
contexts throughont the history of this country, Running
away from home is something yoxing adults have been doing
for years, As early as the 1600*s ship bound for the new
world listed hundreds of children on their cargo. Many of
these children are traveling alone^ unescorted by an adult.
They were assumed to be '"^running away*' in search of new
frontiers. The running away of youths has often been gla¬
morized particularly as it related to battle, From the
Revolutionary War to World War IIyoung men, hardly more
than children^ ran away from home, prompted by a sense of
patriotism, the challenge of danger, or just the simple
opportunity of being on their own,
Mark Twain further glamorized running away in a liter¬
ary sense, Huckleberry Finn’^s mode of transportation was
a raft, and his roadway was the Mississippi River, However,
it is interesting to note that Huck^s reason for running was to
escape from the abuse delivered by his drunken father, This
reason is just as common among youthful runners today.
During the 1930's the effects of the Depression were
running rampant, It had become difficult to support large
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famtltes, especially in Urban areas, Many children in tbeir
midT^teens took to tke road, in this case tfie railroad. In
tKia instance running becaige a means of survival, TRomas
Mineban Q9345 describes tbeir often futild search for work;
tb-eir mingling witbbobos; and tbeir seasonal meandering to
escape tbe grip of icy winters and infemo-^like summers.
Tbe next prominent example of running away was char¬
acterized by tbe flower^vculture children of tbe sixties.
Every large city bad a specific area or district where young
people could congregate, Among these were Greenwich Village,
tbe French Quarter, tbe Dupont Circle, but perhaps none as
famous as tbe HaightT'Asbbury district of San Francisco.
Social scientists became more and more interested in tbe
runaway phenomenon, Books and articles began to appear with
greater frequency,
Then, in tbe 1968 to 1972 period, due to tbe marked
increase in tbe number of runaway youth as well as the indivi¬
duals helping these youth, legislation .f authorized the
Department of Health, Education and Welfare to spend several
million dollars for three consecutive years on local services
to rmaw-ay youths,
The problem of running away among youths has most often
been viewed in terms of individual psychopathological factors
or situational stresses arising out of the youth's interact¬
ing with his environment, CBeyer, 1974; Walker, 1975) Psy¬
chopathology in this case can be classified in a statistical
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sense as a youth-'s deviating from group norms on certain
sonality or psycfLological dimensions, Tot instance, it h.aa
heen asserted th.at rxmaway youth- aru more likely to h.ave low
self-nesteem, he more impulsive or he very depressed. On the
otfver hand, situational stresses usually refer to parent-ch.ild
relationship, hut also implicated are relationships at school,
and with, peers. Also included in this latter category are
instances of child abuse and pregnancies among unmarried
females, As noted a number of investigators have attributed
running away as indicative of psychopathology among the youth
involved, Included within this categorization are delinqv;iency,
mental deficiency, personality maladjustment, and sociopath!c
tendencies,
Hildebrand C1963i a New York City detective, has written
at length on the subject of rxmaway youth problems. His
information is based upon conclusions on data obtained from
5,Q67 rmaways in 1960, Hildebrand states that the act of
running away is a predelinquent indicator and that 70 percent
of all delinquents have run away at one time or another.
Howevea:, according to Beaser 019-75} there is a certain problem
involved here in that, in 24 states including the District of
Columbia, the legal authorities are obligated to take a child
into custody if he/she is believed to be a runaway. In
some states this is true even though the statute delineating
the jurisdiction of the court does not specifically state
that it has jurisdiction over youths who have rm away from
home, Futhermore, it seems the very act of running away in
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some states is judged and labeled delinquency. However,
in other states even where it is not, police and probation
officers may treat the youth as if he had commited a delin¬
quent act. Based upon this, it seems that in many areas
running away cannot be classified as predelinquent behav-
vior, but rather, the very act of running makes the youth
delinquent. Perhaps this semantical distinction is rele¬
vant, because Hildebrand regards running away as a problem
in its embryonic state and the runaway as the seed of the
future felon. This researcher disagrees with the above
statement.
Clearly, the act of running away is frequently moti¬
vated by delinquent tendencies on the part of the youth,
and frequently the runaway youth must engage in delinquent
activities to survive. But it is inappropriate to classi¬
fy all or even most runaways as delinquent predelinquent
as it is to characterize their parents as child abusers,
alcoholics or drug addicts. The runaway phenomenon is
much more complex than that, and the problem can only be
better understood by examining these complexities.
Hewitt and Jenkins (1944) in their work with youths
t
in Child guidance clinics differentiated two groups of
delinquents, (a) the unsocialized aggressive delinquents
and (b) the socialized delinquents. Runaway youths com¬
posed a part of the latter group. Socialized delinquents
frequently had a normal relationship with a mother figure,
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but were reared in dilapidated urban slums and lacked an
adequate father figure. Lewis (1954) confirmed the rela¬
tionship between social delinquents and parental negligence
and exposure to delinquent companions.
A study by Jenkins and Boyer (1968) however, found a
significant negative correlation between repeated running
away and gang activity. Parental rejection (not neglect),
on the other hand, had a high positive correlation (p . 001)
with repeat runaway behavior.
It appears that the evidence which connects runaway
behavior with delinquency seems to provide a rationale for
a portion of runaway behavior, but certainly not all of it.
Delinquency seems to range from clear indications of psy¬
chopathology to delinquent behavior inspired by situational
factors.
Armstrohg C1937) and Shallow, et al. (1967) attributed
running away to mental deficiency and poor impulse control.
Shallow pointed out that low grades in school are not en¬
tirely attributable to intelligence alone. Individual
interests and poor impulse control. As noted Shallow point¬
ed out that low grades in school are not entirely attribut¬
able to intelligence alone. Individual interests and in¬
volvement in classroom activities are also important. Fut-
hermore. Shallow stated, lack of interest is frequently
manifested in terms of absenteeism. In Shallow's sample,
the median number of days absent for the runaway group was
19. Whereas the median days absent for the entire second-
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ary school ntilized in the study was 13, As a result,
nineteen days constituted more than IQ percent of the
school year,
The evidence also illustrates that personality dis-^
orders of various types play an important role in runaway
behavior, Focus of control is considered an important var¬
iable, especially as it relates to the youth’’s perceptions
of his control over home may represent a method of asserting
control over oner's environment and is almost always prompted
out of frustration, Studies conducted by Jenkins (1971) and
Robey C19&4) have examined this issue, Jenkins stated;
^Delinquent behavior can usually be classi¬
fied as motivation behavior, the pursuit
of understandable goals by illegal means,
or , , , as a response to frustration , , ,
maladaptive behavior without a goal.
Most delinquents are classified as either
adaptive delinquents who cooperate against
adult control Cgroup delinquent reaction)
or as maladaptive delincfuents, This latter
group is subdivided according to the pre¬
sence of the response of flight (runav/ay
reaction!,”
The second edition of the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual,
'
Mental Disorders describes the condition as follows;
''Runaway reaction of childhood , , ,
Individuals with this disorder charact-^
eristically escape from threatening sit¬
uations by running away from home for a
day or more without permission. Typi¬
cally, they are immature and timid, and
feel rejected at home, inadequate, and
friendless, They often steal furtively,'*
In a similar type situation, Rosenhim (1946) described
a runaway reaction arising out of an oedipus predicament.
Adolescent boys who experience this feel very close to
becoming an oedipus, and running away symbolizes a self-
banishment of sorts and a means of coping with the situa¬
tion. Robey, et. al. (1964) while working in a court cli¬
nic, discovered that similar situations are encountered
among adolescent girls as well.
A series of studies in the date 1950's and early I960'
by Leventhal and his associates (Leventhal, 1963, 1964;
Wylie and Weinreb, 1958) conducted at Worcester Youth
Guidance Center focused on the severe pathology encountered
among their runaway group. For instance, Leventhal (1963)
stated:
"In contrast with lay and even many profes¬
sional notions concerning the seemingly
benign nature of running away, the findings
suggest pathology. On the basis of the
marked over-concern, with loss of control
and with ego surrender and some degree of
rehlity, distortion, prepsychotic funct¬
ioning is suggested."
Chamberlin (1960) and Letter (1969) asserted that running
away could be attributed to youth having a low-self-esteeia
It can be understood how a youth who feels physically un¬
attractive, poorly dressed, low in mental competence or
motor coordination, or unable to be accepted by peers or
adults is likely to try to resolve the situation by run-
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ning. At first many are prompted by the need to escape
from an intolerable situation, but running can only
become an end in itself to the extent that the runner
perceives himself to have new-found status in his home,
in school or among his peers. English (1973) defined such
a group of runners as "splitters." Splitters are former
runaways who find new status in their peer group and
are even perceived differently by adults because of their
run. They enjoy this new-found status and periodically
reinforce it by running again.
Beyer (1974) suggested that runaways may be motivated
by immediate satisfaction and less restrained than their
peers by parental or school-imposed standards. Tradition¬
ally, this description has been collectively referred to
as "impulsivity," a cluster of psychological dimensions.
Two theories of impulsivity which seem to be indicated are
those of Shapiro (1965), who stated that the appeal of
immediate satisfaction interfered with good judgement and
the maintenance of organized goal. Orientation, and Kipnis
(1961) who pointed out that lack of restraint resulted in
nonadherence to conventional social values.
The importance of psychopathological factors in runaway
behavior has been studied largely through correlational
methods all that is established is a relationship between
two variables. The relationship may be large or small.
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positive or negative. Depending upon the magnitude of
the correlation and the size of the sample, it can be
determined whether or not a correlational coefficient is
"statistically significant ..." that is, probably due
to circumstances other than chance.^
As noted, a number of the studies in the runaway lit¬
erature are of the ex post facto type. Existing groups
of runaways were compared to non-runaways in order to
discover differences which could be responsible for the
runaway event. First of all, it is important to remember
that randomization techniques must be used to select repre¬
sentative samples from the runaway and non-runaway groups.
However, this is not enough. More importantly, the group
will not necessarily match because we have sampled within
two groups, not one. Furthermore, runaways are different
from non-runaways on many dimensions and their effect on
running away, the dependent variable, is not necessarily
known.
Other theorists have asserted that the etiology of
running away can be attributed to situational factors.
Shallow, et al. (1967) described situational running away
as an adaptive response to situational pressures, the ori¬
gins of which may stem from ordinary family conflicts or
even in general economic conditions. Shallow further states
that whether a runaway is considered to involve psychopa¬
thology or situational factors is often a function of how
the samples are selected, the particular instruments used,
and the kinds of data that are collected. The runaway is
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is usually caught in one of three nets set up by society
(a) the legal-correctional net, (b) the mental health net,
and (c) the welfare services net. To a great extent, the
runaway act tends to be interpreted by which of these nets
is used.
Examples of the use of such nets include those of
Armstrong (1932, 1937) utilizing samples of runaways obtained
through New York City juvenile court clinics, Aichorn (1935)
who drew a sample from a clinical population, and Foster
(1962) who studied youths from a psychiatric clinic of the
Los Angeles Probation Department.
The home situation has been especially implicated as
a major factor leading to runaway events. Studies by
Ambrosino (1971) Blum and Smith (1972) and Bockand English
(1973) depicted serious family problems. These reports
described the frustration of youths, rooted in maturational
issues who often failed to really understand what it was
they wanted.
Scapegoating is another phenomenon that may cause the
youth to run. Studies by Beyer (1974), Stierlin (1973)
and Vogel and Bell (1960) have described scapegoating sit¬
uations. In such situations the youth can be a victim of
undeserved punishment, or positive treatment can be unjustly
withheld. Such treatment can be given and even, in some
cases, the extended family can become involved.
Broken homes caused by divorce, separation, or death
can result in a youth's , running away. Evidence has been
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presented by Beyer C1973) , snd Stiallow C1967) ,
Eeyer C1974I presented evidence which, illustrates the
dichotomy between psychopathological and situational, explan¬
ations of running away may be a spurious one. She suggested
that the phenomenon instead, was an interaction of inter¬
personal, family, and school variables which seemed to
precipitate the run. In the family situation, runaways
differed from their, siblings in that they tended to be
more depressed, have lower self-esteem, greater depression,
and felt more rejection, especially from fathers. In addit¬
ion, there was evidence of scapegoating, greater dissatis¬
faction with schoolworR., and greater conflict, especially
in homes containing a mother and a stepfather.
A n\mnber of studies have been conducted to determine
the most reasons why youth runaway from either home or
school. Among these studies is the one conducted by Hilde¬
brand, James A., on why runaways leave home, Hildebrand,
a detective assigned to the Missing Persons Unit of the
New York Police Department, reports in his study of 262
runaways C133 boys and 129 girlsl from six precincts located
in Southwest Brooklyn, a predominantly lower middle-income
area. A runaway is referred to as a "subject under 18 years
of age who leaves home without parental consent and who is
reported to the police as a missing personsFuthermore,
Hildebrand refers to a runaway as a second-generation
delinquent" and reports that seventy percent of all delin-
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quents have run away at one time or another. The age
grouping of the 262 runaways studied was 8-17 years old;
from age 12 both sexes illustrated an increase in the number
of runaway incidents until age 16, at which time the
number of boy runaways dropped off considerably while the
number of girl runaways continued to increase. In the 8 to
12 year old group poor home environment was the major factor.
Problems with school, characterized by poor grades, mis¬
conduct and truancy, was the next most important reason.
Pregnancy and early marriage were main reasons for the older
girls running away. Hildebrand concluded that "if crime
prevention programs are to be effective, it is imperative
that the family recognize early signs of maladjustment in
children," the most visible problem indicator is the runa¬
way," the seed of the future felon,In Atlanta, studies
on why runaways leave home according to statistics from
the Department of Juvenile Court state that the major rea¬
son runaways leave home is because of deprived conditions,
Two further studies were done by Levanthal (1963, 1964)
at Worchester Youth Guidance Center, Massachusetts, on
severe pathology encountered among the runaway. Levanthal
suggested that running away is one type of extreme, desperate
behavior which can result when there is imminent danger of
total loss of environment or outer control. Outer uncon¬
trol is "usually manifested in a preoccupation with envir¬
onmental influences, frequent and/or intense behavioral
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reactions to them, extreme expectations of submission,
such as becoming a puppet or a slave, and experience of
powerlessness as expressed in statements reflecting lack
of choice and being coerced."® In his study, Leventhal
reported comparisons of 42 runaways (27 boys and 15 girls),
age 5-16 years (median age - 13.5 years), and 42 nonrunaways
matched children chosen from the general child guidance
clinic population, were made for each of three outer uncoi?§
trol scales (Scale I: External Influences, Scale C;
Counteracting Influences, Scale N; No influence over Others)
as well as the sum of the scales.
To be a participant in the runaway group a child had
to be (a) 17 years of age or younger (b) to have been absent
from home without permission of his parents one or more times,
(c) to have had no history of delinquent acts that would
have brought the child to the attention of the police prior
to running away, and (d) to have begun evaluation within one
month of running away. As hypothesized, the runaways signi¬
ficantly (p . 01) rated above the non-runaways on all the
external uncontrol scales. A common theme to all of the
runaways' initial reasons for leaving was "lack of respect
for the child and a feeling of being abused and being taken
Q
advantage of." Leventhal concluded that the runaways'
marked overconcern with loss of control and with ego sur¬
render suggests prepsychotic functioning and severe pathology.
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Further study on psychopathological factors was con¬
ducted by Armstrong Clairette at Domestic Relations Court
of New Yorfc City. She compared SfiO runaway boys and 122
runaway girls located in court clinic records from 1932 to
1933 from the approximately 8,0QQ delinquents age 8 to 15,
that were ^een by the Children’'s Division of New York City
Court each year. Of these 780 runaways the average Stanford-
Binet score was about 77; about 68% were behind grade level
in school; about 44% were from unbroken homes and 20% from
foster homes; 60% of the girls and 87% of the boys ran
away alone, and 28% of the girls and 79% of the boys had
runaway more than once.
Armstrong describes running away as a "psychoneurotic"
reaction. She states that "running away from home is a
strong intimation of a more or less continuous state of fear,
distress and insecurity, aroused by various stimuli, from
which crystallizes an unfortunate and unstable make-up."^®
Armstrong concluded that home deserters are generally "off¬
spring of a low level of population, the majority immigrants,
who establish unwholesome homes which too often are marked
by extreme cruelty, immorality, disease and poor standards
generally, where the stress of existence in a difficult
urban environment causes disruption of the family and added
disaster to the child, who because of innate intellectual
inferiority, cannot shoulder the burden of his scholastic
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and social environment.”
A number of other studies have been centered on the
home situation. Beggs, Larry, studied 664 runaways of
which 448 were males, and 216 females, and the average
age was 15.3 years at Huckleberry's for Runnaways, one of
the oldest runaway houses now in operation in the United
States,. He stated, most runaways left home over expressed
discomfort and pain centered on the family; most had heard
of the shelter on the street and over one-half eventually
went home. Beggs concluded that running away is an S.O.S.
signal or an "attempt to change the situation, not perma¬
nently desert it."^^ He further states that few youth plan
their flight which often appears to be an impulsive act
or a "desperate attempt to have their feelings honored and
to achieve a measure of self-determination.jn often
words, a runaway is not just escaping stress but is taking
the initiative to say something must be done.
D'Angelo and his colleagues at the School of Social
Work at Ohio State University report a study in which they
compared 82 runaways in institutional settings in Franklin
County, Ohio, with a matched group Con sex, race, grade
level, and residential demography) of 82 volunteer non-run¬
aways from six public high schools in the same area. The
constituent traits of both groups were as follows; 51.3%
female, 48.7% male; 74.4% white; 25.6% black; 56% urban,
44% suburban; and mean age 15.9 years for runaways, 15.4
24
Comparisons between the runaway group and non-runa¬
way control group were made based on the following cate¬
gories (a) home life, (b) religion, (c) school, (d) self-
concept, (e) relating to peers. Running away is described
as "another symptom of increasing incidence of family break¬
down" in the United States in the early 1970's.
D'Angelo states that "the runaway group presents the
image of multi-problem families with unstable relations
between family members, especially the parents, aggravated
by poor insecurity about the future and living for the
satisfaction of present needs.
When compared to the control group of non-runaways
the institutionalized runaways were more often from broken
homes, presented a more negative impression of their parents,
reported much lower academic averages in school, were invol¬
ved in less activities in school, had difficulty forming
close friendships, demonstrated a lower degree of self¬
acceptance on a standard attitude scale, has a lower self-
concept to their physical condition (which was substantiated'
by more illness and hospitalization) argued with parents
more about "friends," and avoided more structured or program¬
med activities.
Three major themes were advanced or recommended for
dealing with the runaway problem (a) help families in trou¬
ble by having crisis-oriented services and reachout programs
for one-parent and step-parent families; (b) improve the
school environment by providing more alternatives; Cc) re-
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form the juvenile justice system by introducing more flex¬
ibility.
Blood, Linda, affilated with the University of
Rhode Island and D'Angelo describe the results of a pilot
study which was designed to develop" an instrument that
could discriminate between minor, as opposed to major,
themes in conflictual behavior found in parent-child inter¬
action."
The study was composed of 60 runaway youth from a larger
runaway study conducted during 1972-73 and 50 non-runaway
youth who were non-randomly selected and substantially
different from the runaways in a variety of ways, There
was a significant difference in responses between the run¬
away and non-runaway youth on 15 (8 minor and 7 major) out
of the 39 items (21 minor and 18 major) of the Value Issue
Scale. Runnaways showed more intensity of conflict on the
issues as well as conflict on a broader range of issues than
the non-runaways are those of parental acceptance, parental
non-expression of love, and parents' failure to listen and
communicate.
This writer contends, that there were many limitations
encountered in research on this topic. Most of the studies
on the runaway phenonmenon consist of small comparative
studies of runaways and non-runaways from very select and
restricted samples. A large number of the studies on youth
runaways are based on subjects from clinic populations, or
detention home/training institution populations. Occasion¬
ally, an article will discuss a sample of runaways identi-
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fied through missing persons records or juvenile court
records of residential treatment centers, halfway houses
or runaway centers and other alternatives youth services,
through reports of private agencies, by questioning chil¬
dren in schools or by reports of youth from a sample of
households.
Most of the studies focus on youth from approximately
12 to 18 years old. A few articles include younger children
and a few focus only on the 16 year old and up. Some of
the studies focus only on male populations, but most studies
during the past ten years include both male and female.
From the observation of specifics about the ethnic identi¬
fication of the samples studies, it appears that most
studies have included predominantly white youth; few have
included minority youth.
In addition to reporting basic descriptive statistics,
the articles in the runaway literature use two basic descrip¬
tive statistics, the articles in the runaway literature use
two basic methodologies for discovering and supporting facts
about runaways and their actions. They are the case study
method and the small comparison study in which significant
tests are used to explore the difference between runaways
and non-runaways on the same variable. It appears that the
major danger with the first method is that samples in which
conclusive statements about runaways are made are extreme¬
ly small , One major problem with many of
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the comparative studies is the selection of an inadequate
and/or meaningless comparison group. To summarize, the
methodologies used to study runaways have been simple,
somewhat unsophisticated, and often inadequate by traditional
social science research standards.
The combined results of past studies are not all con¬
clusive with respect to the reasons why youths run away
from home and/or institutions or with respect to the indivi¬
dual and situational characteristics of runaway youths and
their families. More importantly, the many perspectives
expressed in the literature raise more questions than they
answer. Because of this lack of consistency among researchers,
it seems most appropriate for policy-makers, administrators,
and researchers at this time to adopt a "middle-of-the road"
position—one that recognizes both ends of the hypothesize
continuum. Such positions have been expressed by Goldmeir
and Dean, and by Kaufman and his colleagues,
"There are a complex of factors involved
and ... an overly narrow focus on
either the person on the situation is
insufficient as a basis for understanding
and helping runaways," 16
"The youngster who runs away , , .can
best be understood in terms of the inter¬
action of significant intrapsychic matura-
tional variables, current sociocultural
factors, and the all important relationship
of the child to his parents,"!^
These positions, which recognize the importance of
both internal and external factors in explaining reasons
for a runaway'^s behavior, have been recognized by an in-
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creasing number of authors during the past decade,
ft ia evident from a review of the literature^ that
further investigation is necessary in order to deteimiine
the major factors of running away. The current literature
in this field, presents ambiguous and conflicting evaluations
of various other studies in the nation and in Metro-^Atlanta
Records from Fulton County Juvenile Court, runaway facili¬
ties, and records from youth Development Centers will be
studied. The purpose of this investigation is to gain an
understanding of specific needs and/or problems of runaway
youth in the City of Atlanta, This study will be based upon
the assumptions that family and school are the causative
factors influencing runaway behavior. Consequently, this
study hypothesizes that; CD the single, most important
reason for running away is the youth^s not getting along
with his/her parents; C2i runaways are differentiate nega¬
tive in relationship to their siblings within the household;




Studies on runaways reflect that there is a signifi¬
cant correlation between repeated running away and gang
activity. Parental rejection (not neglect) on the other-
hand a high positive correlation (p. 001) with repeated
runaway behavior. Further, many ascertain that lack of
interest is frequently manifested in terms of student
absenteeism.
Many conclude that runaways are generally" offspring
of a low level of population the majority of whom are immi¬
grants, These immigrants are believed to establish unwhole¬
some homes which too often are marked by extreme cruelty,
immorality and disease and poor standards generally, where
the stress of existence in a difficult urban environment
causes disruption of the family and added disaster to the
child, who, because of innate intellectual inferiority,
cannot shoulder the burden of his scholastic and social
environment. Still, a niomber of other studies have been
centered on the home situation. They reflect that most
runaways left home over expressed discomfort and gain cen¬
tered on the family. In other words, it is believed that
a runaway is taking the initiative to say something must
be done.
What is adolescence? Is it a time of conflict, rebel¬
lion, distress, and generation gaps. Is it a time of quiet
introspection? Or are these the wrong questions to ask?
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The purpose of this paper is to explore the kinds of
questions that are useful, in trying to understand what
makes adolescence a significant time. This writer contends
that indeed, the existence of an adolescent period is as
important to the growth of human kind as it is to the
growth of the individual.
Although we no longer accept Hall's (1904) storm- and-
stress theory that adolescence is an inevitable period of
emotional conflict, we cannot deny that today's youth are
highly conflict oriented. Kohlberg and Gilligan (1971) see
adolescence at the very least as a period of "heightened
emotionality."
It is clear, in looking at adolescence from the per¬
spective of content, there are a number of issues that
adolescents confront. They are (1) individuation (especially
as it pertains to the individual's increasing independence
from the family; (2) there are also occupational choices;
sexuality; and (4) the acquisition of a set of principles
by which to live by. All of these concerns are involved in
the construct that Erikson calls "identity." Many adoles¬
cents take these concerns as challenges. The challenges
constitute an identity crisis that can be resolved in a
number of different ways. Some adolescents work through the
crisis and achieve a sense of personal identity. For others,
the whole breaks down into identity diffusion or role
confusions. This is commonly known as "alienation"
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or "withdrawal." Whether or not an adolescent achieves
a sense of identity, frequently become crucial for the
first time during teen years. Teenagers generally must
deal with them in some way even if only avoiding them or
running away from them
Adolescence should consist of a lot of good times,
friends good family life, and a time for getting to know
one's self. Who I was, and am, becoming. It should be a
time of positive structural challenge. A time when all
that have been previously accepted must be challenged,
including one's self. Values, ideas, and concepts must
be worked out and, be one's own. Most of the anxiety and
frustration associated with those years actually refers to
this challenge. It is a process that begins and ends with
the deepest, most secretive intraspection. For many adoles¬
cents there are no conditions so terrible, nothing that is
very awkward in those adolescent years.
This writer contends that on the other hand, adolescents
whose parents are excessively egoistic, who regard them¬
selves as the center of the universe in the home and out,
and the sales object of interest, rear children who present
a more negative impression of their parents. When an indi¬
vidual's social reality is painful; or he/she has been
excluded from environments conducive to the achievement of
adolescent potential in society, they may create one for




The inability of youths to cope with family and school
problems tend to increase the likelihood of their running
away to escape coping.
Assumptions
1. Where there is family conflict, stress and poor
relationships between the child and parent (s)
there is a tendency for the youth to leave home.
2. Where the youth is experiencing difficulty in
school he/she might run away.
3. The needs of runaway youth are similar to those
of youth, who do not runaway.
4. Adolescent adjustmental problems tend to contri¬




This study will be based upon information gathered
from agencies, which are set up to provide services to
the runaway, also the runaway population served by these
agencies will be interviewed. These agencies have been
selected for more indepth analysis because of their heter-
orgeneous, and geographical locations, and also because
there is a large concentration of runaway youth in the
Atlanta Area.
For the purpose of this study a runaway is defined
as a youth between the ages of 10-17, inclusive who ran
away from home repeatedly during 1979. This researcher
will also discuss the proportion of family households,
residential programs experiencing a runaway event during
1979.
The sample will consist of 50 youth runaway/nonrunaway.
Personal interviews will be conducted face to face with
these youths. Twenty-five Community Services Agency's
staff and personnel directors will be interviewed to gain
a better understanding of the complexity of the runaway
problem.
This researcher predicts that the outcome of this
investigation will be that family problems and school pro¬
blems are the major factors that contribute to runaway be¬
havior. Thus, youths with fewer problems are less likely
to runaway from home.
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Data Analysis
The dependent variables will be the services that
are set up to serve the runaways. The independent
variables will be Family and School.
The data derived from the guestionaires will be
statistically analysed using charts, graphs and tables,
and frequency distribution.
Limitation of Study
The limitations of this study include.
1. The research experienced difficulty in identi¬
fying runaways.
2. The identity and location of runaways are not
easily Icnown.
3. There is a lack of agencies who provide services
to the runaway.
4. The sample used for this study is small thus the
research findings will not be applic^le to
the total population of runaways in the metro-
politem Atlemta area.
5. The population used in the study did not represent
a racially mixed group.
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Svunmary of Data
The purpose of this section is to present data informa¬
tion euid analysis of the major factors in the study.J "Why
Adolescents Kxmaway: A Case Study To Examine The Family
And School As Major Factors Influencing Youths to Runaway"
guestionaire was the primary instrument used in data gather¬
ing cuid interpretation. In order to maintain statistical
clarity, definition for each factor is given below:
(A) Where there is family conflict, stress and
poor relationships between the child and’
parent (s) there is a tendency for the youth
to leave home.
(B) Where the youth is experiencing difficulty in
school he/she might rxm away.
(C) The needs of riinaway youth are similar to those
problems of youths who do not run away.
(D) Adolescent adjustmental problems tend to contri¬
bute to mnaway as a response to these difficulties.
The dependent variables will be the services that are
set up serve the minaways. The independent variables will
s c.t
be family and school.
In this pages the Family and School will be analyzed
as contributing factors that influence youths to runaway.
The population for the study consisted of twenty-five (25)
runaways, and twenty-five (25) non-runaways. All but one (1)
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of the twenty-five rvinaway respondents were 14-17 years old.
This same population consisted of 12 males and 13 females.
Among the non-rvinaways 13 of the youths were between
the ages of 10 and 13. Twelve (12) of the youth were between
the ages of 14 and 17. Twelve (12) of the respondents were
males, the 13 other respondents were females. Thirty-six
percent (36%) of the respondents stated that they lived in
a family of three. Twenty-nine percent (29%) of the respon¬
dents came from households of five family members. Nineteen
percent (19%) of the respondents stated that their living
arrangements were shared with a total of four persons. Ten
percent (10%) of the youths responded that their households
was comprised of 6 persons. Again, for the purpose of this
study, a runaway is defined as a youth between the ages of




Where there is family conflict, stress and poor
relationships between the child and parent(s) there is a
greater tendency for the youth to leave home. Many adults
in the world daily are faced with problems they cannot solve.
Mciny of these adults commit i suicide. Youths of the Twenty-
first (21st) Century have problems they find unbearable and
commit suicide. It is this researcher's point that as break¬
down in communication arises in families poor relationships
develop.. These poor relationships are not the only contri¬
buting factor to youths who are runaways. Economic problems
that are experienced by American families are enormous.
\
'
Conflict in families is a proven fact that is attributable
to-a lack of money for family members. Schools that ccuinot
possibly meet the needs of all children do contribute to
s
■ '
a youttt's diffic\%ty and adjustment of personal problems.
The needs of all adolescents are basic ones: food, shelter,
love, friends, emd consistent God fearing parents,,and adequate
allowances. Without .the adequate basic needs an adolescent
is bound to experience adjustmental problems. These problems




Further research should be conducted
More services should be designed and implemented to meet the
needs of all youths.
More-short and long term- services are needed for all
runaways.
A more effective reporting system is needed in order to
obtain an accurate count of runaway youths# who come in
contact with community service agencies.
Group homes are needed for runaway youths.
Information should be made more readily available for runaway
teens of present services for them. ( I.E. Pamplets in bus
stops# train stations# loceJ. newstands# etc.).
Re-educating of parents and teens on such tc^ics as: Communi
cation within the family; responsibility of family members.




(1) Runaway- is defined as a youth between the ages of
10-17, inclusive, who has been absent from home
without parental/guardian permission for at least
overnight.
(2) Runaway Incidence- is, the proportion of youth aged
10-17 who ran during 1975 or the proportion of youth
households experiencing a runaway event during 1975.
(3) Runaway Prevalence- is the proportion of youth house¬
holds ever having experienced a runaway event.
(4) Alienation- an individual's feeling of dissociation
from the surrounding society believed by some to be
especially characteristic or large industrial nations
in which secondary group relations are dominant.
Alienation may arise from feelings of powerlessness,
normlessness, meaninglessness, depersonalization,
isolation, or self-estrangement. (Karl Marx)
(5) Attitude- a learned predisposition manifesting it¬
self in a general state of readiness either to eval¬
uate or to react toward an object or class of objects
in either or unfavorable manner in a more or less con¬
sistent and characteristic way.
(6) Adolescence- in the advanced societies of the world
adolescence is usually defined as that stage in an
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individual's life span that begins with the onset
of puberty and ends with the assumption of adult
marital and occupational roles.
(7) Child Abuse- maltreatment of minors by parents or
guardians.
(8) Correlation- the measured strength of a relation¬
ship between two variables.
(9) Cultural Change- consists of alterations in the
elements and the patterns of a culture.
(10) Delinquency- in many states and in the Canadian pro¬
vinces the law define delinquency as " any act which
it committed by an adult, would be a crime."
(11) Immigration- the free movement of people from one coun¬
try to another aiming at pe2nnanent resettlement.
(12) Role Conflict- the problems that arise when incompati¬
ble goals and expectation are imposed on a role or
occur between the roles that a particular person occu¬
pies.
(13) Self-Concept- the sum total of a person's perception,
feelings, and beliefs about him/her self.
(14) Social Change- may be provisionally defined as any
significant alteration in the structure of society.
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This survey is being administered by an Atlanta
University Graduate Student, The purpose of the survey is
tvfofold: (li to identify pressures that cause youths to run
away from home; and C2I to identify community resources
available to runav\?ay and nonrunaway youths. The researcher
would greatly appreciate your aiding in this effort by
responding to the questions listed below. This survey is
voluntary. All information obtained will be kept strictly
confidential.
Thank you in advance for your assistance.
QTJESTIONAIRE
DATE!
Directions! Please respond to the questions belovr. If
only one answer is requested in a given question, please
check only one, If the question ask for more than one
answer, please check all answers related to your condit¬
ion. If there are any questions you do not fully under¬
stand please ask.
Cl] Do you live with one or both parents?
( ] mother only
C I father only
C ) mother and father
C21 If you do not live with your parents, who do you live
with?
C I grandparents C ) friend C ) other relative
C I alone C 1 husband or wife
Other, please specify
C3) How many individuals are presently living in your
household? CPlease check!
C 1 live alone
c ) one C ) six
c 1 two C ) seven
c I three C 1 eight
c I four C ) nine
c ) five ( I ten
C I eleven or more
C4)„ Have you ever had or are you currently having any of
these problems? (Please check all answers related
to your condition)
C 1 obtaining money
C ) car trouble
C 1 finding a job
C 1 adequate clothing
C 1 trouble making friends
C I lack of training
C 1 confidence in self
C I trouble receiving counseling
C 1 family support
C ) poor living environment
C L lack of direction
C 1 transportation
C 1 reading
C I understanding materials
C L communicating with parents
C I communicating with peers
( ) finding activities to occupy leisure time
( ) keeping up witli school work
( ) do h-omework
( ) drug abuse
( I sex education materials
C5) Which., if any of these problems do you have now that
have not been solved? (Use the categories above:
(6) How do you usually solve your problems?
( 1 on your own
( 1 with the help of parents
( ) most often with the help of one parent
( ) most often with the help of both parents
( ] most often with one special friend
c ) most often with two or more friends
Have you ever runaway from home? C ) Yes
If yes, how many times?
C 1 one ( ) nine
C I two ( ) ten
c 1 three ( ) eleven
c 1 four C ) twelve
c 1 five ( 1 thirteen
c ) six C i fourteen
c 1 seven c I fifteen
c I eight c I sixteen
C 1 seventeen ( ) nineteen
C 1 eigEtteen C ) twenty or more
C8L Did yon think abont mnning away from home in the last
siic months C one answer only please)
{ ) never
( ) seldom Cless than 3 timesI
( 1 occasionally Cfour to eight times)
{ ) frequently C nine to fifteen times)
C ) often Csixteen to twenty times)
C ) very often Cmore than 2 0 times)
(9) In general, how would you describe your relationship
with other members of your household (Note; If you
live alone, please go to question ten ( ) good
C ) fair ( ) poor
CIO) If someone in a youth services agency, offered to
assist you in your five greatest needs what would








Cll) What do you want out of life?
CNotej please check as many answers as related to
future aapirationa)
( ) peace of mfnd
( ) independence
( ) a job
( ) a college education
C ) money
) private business
C12) Do you have a job?
( ) yes
{ ) no
C13) Have you ever looked for a job?
( ) yes
( ) no
C14) What do you feel are your chances of getting a job, if
you wanted one?
( ) 10% or less Cten percent)
( ) 20% Ctwenty percent)
{ ) 30% (thirty percent).
C ) 4 0% Cforty percent)
{ I 50% (fifty percent)
( ) 60% Csixty percent)
( ) 70% (seventy percent).
( ) 80% (eighty percent).
( ) 90% Cninety percentl
( ) 100% Cone-rhundred percent).
C15) Do you receive needed health services C ) yes
C 1 no
If yes, vAiat type?
( ] dental
( ) medical needs
( ) eye doctors Cobtcmetrist)
( ) physical examinations
( ) counseling
( ) physical therapy
Cl6) Do you feel the education you have received thus far
has prepared you for a career?
( ) yes ( ) no
(17) Do you think that the education you have received has
prepared you for college? ( I yes C ) no
If no, what are some gaps? (Note; please check as
many categories that is related to your beliefs,
( ) lack of career planning
( ) lack of educational planning
( ) a more proficient public education system
C ) other, specify;
(18). In general, who do you feel influenced your life the
most? (Note; Please number beginning with 1 to
indicate the person (s) who has had the most influence
in your life?
( ) parents ( 1 friends C ) sister
C ) teachers ( ) minister ( ) brother
( ) relatives Other, please specify;
C19) How do you feel about yourself?
CDo you like yourself)
( ) Yes ( ) No
C20) Do you feel that there are many runaway teens your age
( ) yes C ) no
If yes, how bad is the problem?
( ) more than 15,000 runaways nationally
C ) 16,000 to 100,000 runaway youths nationally
( ) 100,000 to 200,000
C21)- What is your age?
C22) What is your sex?
C ) male ( ) female




( ) Puerto Rican
( ) Other, specify







(25) Where do you live?
(26) What is your family size?
brother (s) sister (s)
cousin (s) grandparents
aunt (s) uncle (sj friends
(Please answer with numbers)..
(27) Where did you go?(28)Did you return on your own?
( ) Yes ( ) No
Where did you intend to go?
f
(29)
(30) What did you expect to find?
TABLE I
DEMCX3RAPHICS OF RESPONDENTS (NON-RUNAWAYS)
DESCRIPTIVE DATA









































How Many Individuals Living in Household?
A total of 1 (one) youth reported that he lived alone.
(Runaway Youth) 22% of the runaway youth reported that they
lived in households where 1 to 3 family menOsers resides.
Two i(2%) percent of the youths in this category reported
that they lived with:eight > or more'-fiunily members. Seventeen
(17%) percent of the Non-Rvinaway Youths reported that they
lived with four (4) to seven (7) members. Seven (7%) percent
of the youth stated they lived with one to three family
members. One (1) youth stated that there were 8 or more
faunily members in heir^household.
TABLE IV
Problems Youths Reported as Being Experienced Most
tegories Runaways
Male Female
lining money 8 7
Trouble 1
Jing a Job 8 7
|uate clothing 4 1
able making!r: 2 6
inds
c of training 4 4
fidence in self 4 5
able receiving 1 5
iseling
Lly support 4 12
r living environ- 3 5
t









3ing activities 6 9
occupy leisure
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Problems Youths Reported as Being Experienced Most
Sixteen (16) of the Runaway Youths stated they fo\ind that
obtaining money was a problem. Thirteen (13) of the non-run¬
aways stated they had the same problem. The next highest
reported problems experienced by youths both runaway and
non-runaway are: 1) finding jobs; 2) adequate clothing;
3) family support and 4) communicating with parents. Other
problems experienced as reported by frequency are; 1) activi¬
ties to occupy leisure time; 2) keeping up with school work;
and 3) trouble making friends. A total of 50 respondents
responded to this question.
TABLE V
Manner In Which Youths Usually Solve Problems
Categories
On Your Own
With Help of Parents
Most often with the help of one Parent
Most often with the help of both Parents
Most often with two or more Friends
Other
Sister











Seven (7) Of the runaway youths reportedly solved their
problems on their own, while 12 of the non-runaway respondents
stated that they solved their own problems of the non-runaway
respondents stated that theyrgot help of parents in solving
their problems. Two (2) of the runaways stated they received
help from parents. The data reflects that runaways often
get help from two or more friends in solving problems. The
total population of the study was comprising of fifty youths.
TABLE VI
How Mcuiy Youths Ever Thought About Running Away





Never 12 4 16
Seldom 4 4 8
Occasionally 2 4 2 4
Frequently 2 5 7
Often
Very Often 3 8 11
Other
All day evesry day 2 2
Sixteen of the respondents between the ages of 14 and 17
reported that they had never thought about leaving home. Eight
of the respondents stated that they seldom had thought about
riaiming away from home. Six of the youths stated they frequently
thought about rionning away. All of these youths were between
the ages of 14 and 17, Eleven of the youths stated that they
very often think of ninning. Two respondents stated they thought
about running, "all day, every day".
TABLE VII
Relationship With Other Members of Household
Runaways sex Ages











Good 13 11 13 11
Fair 1
Poor
A total of 9 respondcints who stated they had been or are
runaways stated that they got along i'gbbd" with their parents.
Seven (7) ofathese some youths reported they got along "fair”
with their parents. Nine (9) of these youths stated they got
along poorly with their household members. A total of 25 persons
responded to the question. All but one of the youths were between
the ages of 14 and 17. Non-Runaways stated that they got along
with their parents "good". 24 of the respondents stated this
as true,.Only 1 youth reported they got along "fair" with their
househould members.
TABLE VIII
What Do You Want Out of Life?
Runaways ": Sex
Categories Male Female
Peace Of Mind 6 7
Independence 8 8
A Job 7 10
A College Educationcj 5 5
Money 8 9
Private Business 4 2







Peace Of Mind 11 7
Independence 11 14
A Job 10 15





What Do You Want Out Of Life
For this question respondents were broken down into
categories of runaway and non-rtmaway. Thirteen(13) of
the runaway respondents stated that they desired "peace of
mind" out of life. Eighteen (18) of the non-runaway youths
stated they desired "peace of mind". Sixteen (16) of the
runaway respondents stated they desired ^independence",
while 15 of the non-runaway youths respondents stated they
desired "independence". Both r\anaway youths and non-runa-
way youths reported high unemployment rates, 17 and 25
respondents stated they were unemployed respectively. Ten
(10) of the rianaway youths stated they desired a"college
education", 21 of the non-runaway respondents stated they
desired a "college education?.
Seventeen X17) of the runaway youths reported they
desired "money", while 23 of the non-runaway respondents
stated they wanted"money" during their lifetime.
TABLE IX
Employment Status* Efforts Of Youths To ■. Find Jobs«
Attitudes Of Runaway and Non-Runaway Youths
About Chcuices Of Getting A Job
Catecrories Nunber of Youths Responding
Have a job 3
Have looked for a job 21
Chances of geeting a job
a) Less than 10% 17
b) 11 -25% 3
c) 25 - 50% 9
d) 51 - 75% 2
e) 76 - 100% 8
N = 11 no response
A total of three |3) of the 39 youths who answered
this question stated that they were employed. Twenty-one
(21) of these youths stated that they had looked for jobs,
but could not find one. Seventeen(17) of these youths
stated that they felt they had less them a 10% chance of
getting a job. Nine (9) of them felt they had a 25 to 50%
chance of obtaining employment, while eiqh^ (8) of the
respondents felt that their chcuices were 75% or better
of gaining employment.
TABLE X




















Fourteen (14) of the youths stated that they needed
"medical services". Thirteen (13) of the youths felt
they needed Sphysical examinations. Eleven (11) of the
youths reported that they needed"counseling". Other needs
stated were "eye doctors, physical theraphyaahd deht^lL.
services?.
TABLE XI
Rxinaways And Non-Runaways Educationally Related Responses
Runaways
Categories Percent of Respondents
Education received as of date
prepared them for career 37%
Prepared Them For College 27%
Gaps in Education Planning 6%
Lack of Career J?lanning 9%
Lack of Educational Planning 3%
More Proficient Public Education System 12%
Other
Not Enough Education .1%
Thirty-seven percent |37%) of the total youth population
reported that they felt the education they had received as
of date prepared them for a career. Twenty-seven percent (27%)
of the same youths felt they were prepared for college. Six
percent (6%) of these youths reported gaps in their education
plamning. Lack of career planning, lack of educational plcui-
ning were stated as contributing factors.
TABLE XII
How Often Runaway Incident Occured, Sex,
Reason For Running, How Long Away From Home
Categories Sex





























Wanted to be on my
own
Didn't want to go to
school






























How Often Runaway Incident Occured. Sex,
Reason For Running, How Long Away From Home
Survey results show that the greatest number of reported
times a single youth rein was eleven times. The reason they
stated as causing them to run was an "alcholic parent". They
reportedly ran for an overnight period. Youths who could not
"communicate with parents" . They reportedly ran for an
overnight period. Youths who could not "communicate with
parents""were repeated runners. "Being bossed around" cuad "not
being able to have their own way" contributed to a lot of
youths running. Most youths reported that when they ran they
were never away from home more than an overnight period.
A total of fifteen reasons were given for youths to
respond to as a runaway. Eleven of fifteen times that
youths ran away was for an overnight period. Other youths
ran away reported for; 1) fighting with parents, and 2) not
wanting to go to school. They stayed away 2 to 4 nights at
the most. There were no incidents reported where youths stayed
away for longer periods of time. A total of 48 respondents
answered the question.
